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The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 7-1 1 and 21-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Lei et 
al. (U.S. Patent 6,487,552). . 

Claim 7: Col. 14, lines 4-20 illustrate two queries (Q3 and Q4) made in structured query 
language (SQL). The queries are made on a relational database (202) having a table (204) which 
defines rows and columns. . 

The query Q3 includes a SELECT statement (the command "SELECT") and a SELECT 
clause (the predicate "from t"). The term "t" refers to an entire table, and thus references all the 
columns in the table "t" 

In the modified query (Q4), the column references oft" are replaced by a mask function 
"t.lang" which corresponds to a specific language in the table "t". This causes specific columns 
in the table "t" to be selected. The access policy is "Get Context Value (Language) which 
determines which columns are selected (col. 14, lines 19-20). 

The result is the query result, which is a set of rows and columns limited to a specific 
language defined in the mask function. 

Claim 8: The query Q4 includes a WHERE clause. 

Claim 9: FIG. 2 illustrates a database server which receives the queries from the clients. 
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Claim 10-1 1: The actual replacement of the query with a modified query are as occurring 
on the server side of the system (col. 9, lines 62-64). However, col. 18, lines 11-14 describe an 
option where the functions are distributed on the client side, so the functionality can actually be 
placed on either the client side or the server side of the client-server architecture. 

Claim 21: Col. 14, lines 52-55 illustrate two different queries (Q5 and Q6) made in 
structured query language (SQL). The queries are made on a relational database (202) having a 
table (204) which defines rows and columns. 

A first database query Q5 is received which will access the table (204). The query 

includes a SELECT clause (the command "SELECT) and a FROM clause (the predicate "from 

t"). The FROM clause identifies the table "t". The SELECT clause identifies any of the columns 

which are defined in the FROM clause. In modified query Q6, a mask function is defined by the 

combination of commands: 

WHERE t.dept_no==GetContextValue(dept_id) 
AND 1=2 

to produce the modified query Q6. A different query result is produced by the query Q6 as 
compared to the query Q5. 

Claim 22: In comparing the queries Q5 and Q6, the WHERE clause is unchanged. 

Claim 23: See remarks for claim 9. 

Claim 24-25: See remarks for claim 10-11. 

Claim 26: The access policy is the trigger statement "AND 1=2", which is a false 
statement that prevents the tables from being accessed when this policy is added. 
Claim 27: See remarks for claim 2 1 . 
Claim 28-30: See remarks for claim 10-11. 
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Claim 31: Both the queries Q5 and Q6 include a WHERE clause. 

Remarks 

Applicant's arguments have been considered. Applicant's primary argument is that in the 
Lei reference, the SELECT clause is not modified. This argument is not correct. In comparing 
the queries Q3 and Q4 the conditions of the SELECT clause are in fact modified. The same 
occurs when comparing the queries Q5 and Q6. 

In moving from query Q3 to Q4 the SELECT clause goes from selecting an entire table to 
just selecting a particular language in the table. In going from query Q5 to Q6, the SELECT 
clause goes from selecting a department in a table selecting no parts of the table. In each 
instance, the conditions of the SELECT clause have been clearly modified. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Sam Rimell at 
telephone number (571) 272-4084. 

Sam Rimell 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2165 




